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i-ir. ‘'ohn ii. Davis 
20 Sast 10 St., 

New York, N.Y. 10005 

Dear i'lr. Davis, 

If a professional booM reviewer were to do as none has, review Post Kortem , 
perhaps the kindest coonent I mi^t expect is that it is diffuse. I sought from the 
outset to address both the commission and the autopsy. I had the first part done 
toward the end of 1966 or ecirly 1967, laid it aside, and Began the second part the 
Sunday night after I first lenmed what was involved in Garrison's charge against 
dhaw, who had not be of great interest to me and to whom I paid no attention at all 
when J was in New Orleans. I told &1 Oser, later the judge in the basketball scandal, 
and Bill Wardell, if I reraember that name correctly (later U.S. attorney there) that 
they would lose, that they deserved to lose, that I would be no part of their case 
(I'd agreed to be the Dgaley Plaza expert but was never in the colkrtroom) , and that if 
they persisted in that theory of prosecution I'd say bybbye "-^'hursday morning. And did, 

I merely sat there drafting Part II, as it beCame, of Post kortfaa . off the top of 
the head while rerevcewing the Clark panel report on th ; autopsy, vihich we'd just 
forced out of secrecy. The rest of it, still without written outline, even notes, 
just grew when I had time to write. While I ramble I stick to the commission and the 
autopsy, and although rfiiitSbling, see relevance in the digressions. For example, what 
happened to the evidence in the Sirhan prosecution, from a to-then secret trans- 
cript - without counsel for ^irhan present. I use the transcript of that executive 
session to which you refer in the appendix and although not directly tied into the 
text, I see relevance to the careful rea^^^ or student in its disclosure of the in- 
secret commission mind. When I was shoot 'the negatives I saw that I had four pages I 
could use and hiiving developed an interest in Yuri Nosenko devoted those four pages 
to what I then knew about him and his not being used as a witness , That is how it 
grew to'jii 662 pages, as I recall the total. Tots of words! Merely t(ie corrected draft. 

1 know this must appejir to be at least an odd way of writing books but 1 had 
my own circumstances and conditions to live with and the certainty that there would not 
be any review. I also knew v/hat so many thousands of strangers who had written to me 
wanted aiid so 1 did what was possible instead of attempting the impossible. Fortunate 
decision because the pains that manifested themselves while I was getting the nagatives 
shot in Washington had me at the doctor's the day after they were mailed and then in 
the hospital with acute venous thrombosis. 

While you didn't ask for an explanation, I think that may make it easier for you 
to undef~stand what 1 give you so brief and general d description of the book. About 
200 pages are facsimiles of commission and FBI records not previously published. 

In the stick-on note you ask if I've written anything on the house assassins, 
which is what I've called them since my first meeting with Sprague and part of his 
staff. I've not an do not intend to. They never intended a real investigation and 
never made one. Under Blakey^ ^wh^^peportedly aspired to be attorney general, what 
they did wa5 try to put the oirites down. They avoid one, me. Never mentioned me. 

Post Mortem , in printed rather than xeroxed form, appeared H/75. 

The Indian student phoned a second tine, said she was coming out, didn't and 
I've not heard from her. Amy was to speak to her but I've not seen Amy since. 

Wliat Garrison was up to in August 1967 could be many things because he was 
always following many silly theories and hunches. V/hat stands out in my mind and may 
not be accurate in time frame, among the many things, is trying to find a code in 
Oswald's notebook, of whic]i? more below. He applied his deciphering to all sorts of 
things, including post office box numbers and to a Texan Shaw had known slightly. 
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If it is worth the tine to/i you, there are two ways for 'Mny to find the answer 
here. ^ have the New Orleans papers clipped and as I recall by month and the New 
Orleans FBI sent clippingfj xeroxed to PBIHQ. Ihe latter would be easier to handle but 
those in the ^‘ew Orleans file will be those not included in those already disclosed, 
of FBUm. This would be a great volume of pages to turn but would disclose what was 
of stated interest to the FBI, I've convinced, however, that ttew Orleans had a secret 
'^arrison file outside the general files, possible a large tickler, ^‘^y appeal was 
ignored and I wasn't able to do anything about that. I don't have it. 



From your third graf I believe that a search of the FBI's xeroxed clippings 
might be more informative,. 



J- don't believe tha' Garrison even made any formal request for any FBI records, 

I don't recall any. He was talking all the time, in and to the press, and he could 
have said things about it and conspiracy. Knowing of one, being involved in one, 
etc. <ind particularly involving Shaw and imputed official connections, 

'j^he FBI records do not disclose what ^ learned* BeBrueys covered the Trade 
Wart like a reported used to cover a beat. He also is the agent to whom Jesse Core, 
iny source, spoke when he complained about Osv;ald at the Trade ^'%rt. 

I think also it was about that time that Garrison made unsubstantiated allegations 
about Shaw when JFK iaqd been in New '“'rleans, maybe 1962. 

I ')w inclined the believe that the FBI's underlying reasons for so great and 
hidden an interest in garrison was first, to be able to cover the Bureau's ass when 
he made charges and second, so it and others in the Government would know more or 
less what he said he was doing. 

■^ublicly Garrison appeared to have his greatest special agent interest in 
l^egis Kennedy, not -^ed •^ensen, had Kennedy before the grand jurjt. ^t was sitting 
that August, that time frame. 

^ea, I'm sure Hankin was too busy to read each word of each record the 
/*offimission got but I'm also certain he was well informed about them^Howard Willens 
was his liaison with the DJ but don't overlook Norman :^dlich, ^dio" may or may not 
talk to you. Last I head he was dean of the NYU law school near your address. 



VHien the FBI communicatton referred to a commission request, I think it likely 

that told the front office'^&re to route it and got word back about the content. 
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Gandy is an unusual name in the north. Or northeast. Tliere is only one in the 
local area phone book, about 25/° of the way to Baltimore. However, 1^re were, in 
the 1963 phone books, nine in ^'*ew Orleeins and 36 in Dallas i^^member when I read the 
name 'to songs of the gandy dancers, I thought l'd„check for you. I am inclined to 
believe that if Oswald had known^ that Helen was Hoover a personal secretary he would 
not have written her. ije'd have written or phoned'' ■‘' 0 over. I also do not believe that 
h^ would have done other than he did, as direct as it could be, re the story that he 
was pootesting the hassling of ^’^rina. (l iuive a full fiie on that, by the way, the 
IG'a so-called investigation, copied out of the files as I got them. '<‘hioh are intact.) 



The FBI was thoroughly embarrassed about llosty before it got Oswald's notebook. 
They had had and then destroyed Odwald's written tiireat to bomb them and the cops, 
they'd kept it secret and even lied about it, Hosty when that was perjury, and their 
cover- the-Bureau' s ass story is that they had no reason to suspect he was capable of 
violence. So, any mention of bosty in that notebook was certain tKfe be embarrassing 
when disclosed. It was, too. I'm sure I have a xerox, at least one, of that note- 
book, which the commission also published with some explanations, page by page. I 
have a separate file on it, of copies I mdde fhr the anticipated research of others, 
and I have a separate file of duplicates of Oswald' s writings. I believe I am not alone 
in saying that the FBI's explanation for omitting those pages does not stack. 
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! ■ the coEnaission’s inner workinga, a broad, subject, I have some in Post Mortem . 

I several files from their records at the Archives on such general subjects as I’lexico 

I and Nosenko, whose name they withheld at the CIA.'s reciuest, and the executive session 

j transcripts I mentioned earlier. All except the one where Ford was axiaan for the 

1 racists in trying to get ^edlich fired as an alleged red. I’m sure that protecting 

\ Ford and not -dedlich is the real reason it is withheld. They did not withhold several 

I kundred of the most scuiillous pages from me relating to cocplaintd about yedlich. 

\ I think this covers eveiyi:hing in your 10/23. 

i I tend to be cautious and very conservative with theorizing and have not done 

s any in any of my books, except in the broadest terms. Such as ;nn.ting early on that 

Oswald's career in ■“ew Orleans is consistent with what in intelligence is called 
i establishing a cover. In my present caution 1 am far from abandoning this view. I've 

i in fact carried it far forward and long to have the energy and help I'd require to get 

I back to a book on that. VJhat I do have is quite solid if not entirely definitive. He 

; did have unusual connections. «-nd they do not appear in the official recorfis on him. 

! . A have other official records that are significant. I'm not more specific because if 

I I can at some point get help I'd like to try to get back to that book. And not have 

1 any of it come out piecemeal or without context. 

j amy told me of your praotioal.and sensible arrangements with her. So, our earlier 

I - costa come to a grand totel of ■1512.85, S8.60 for xeroxing and S4.26 postage. 

I'm keeping q complete file in one particular place in a desk organizer where 
*^my will read anything new and keepia record of >;hat she does. I'll have this eschange 
i sticking pp out of th.it foler for her when she is here again. 
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